The Leiodidae of the West Indies are poorly known. In the subfamily Catopinae, only six species in two genera are reported; one Dissochaetus from Puerto Rico and one each from St. Vincent and Grenada; and three species of Proptomaphaginus, one from Puerto Rico and two from Cuba (Peck 197o). In the subfamily Leiodinae only three species are known: C:vrtusa conicitarsus Champion I925, from St. Vincent and Grenada; ztglyptinus guadelupensis Portevin I942, from Guadeloupe; and A. kazabi Hlisnikovsky 964, from Guadeloupe. Although Wolcott (936) mentions an Aglyptinus from Puerto Rico, it was intercepted in Inga laurina pods of unmentioned origin by Agriculture inspectors and may not be the native species. This paper reports on collections I made during field studies on the evolution and distribution of West Indian Leiodidae in Puerto Rico in 966-967 and in March-April I968 in Jamaica. Data on collecting sites and methods used in Puerto Rico are in my 97o paper. Jamaican collections were made by extracting the fauna with Berlese funnels from a. total o 220 pounds (99 liters) of sifted forest litter taken at 4 localities; by o carrion-baited pitfall traps set or a total of 90 effective trapping days in the vicinity of Hardwar Gap in the Blue Mountains; and by collecting in seven caves.
Color dark brown, lighter on antennal base, legs, and anterior center o elytra. Eyes large. Antennae normal, reaching first /5 of elytra when laid back. Pronotum coarsely granulate; transverse, widest /3 rom base, 1.5 times as wide as. long; posterior angles obtuse. Elytra regularly rounded. Aedeagus ( fig. ) elongate, drawn out at apex, shorter than parameres, no lateral hairs. Parameres thin, slightly enlarged and flattened at ends which curve toward each other, bearing 2 terminal setae. Internal sac armed, ligules absent. Genital segment (fig. 2 ) complete, longer than broad, sternite lobes thin and curved; pleurite lobes thin, with a. few long setae.
Diagnosis and relationship. The species can easily be distinguished rom all others by the characters of the aedeagus and the genital segment. The species belongs to. the sl)inipes group o Jeannel (936) because of its major metatarsal spur which is longer than the first metatarsomere, and ot the characters of the aedeagus. This group contains the other known West Indian species of the genus. However, since the group is distributed through all the lands bordering the Caribbean Sea and the Gulf of Mexico, and the Dissochaetus fauna ot: most of this land is inadequately known, little about relationships or time or direction of migration can be said.
Collections and habitat data. Most of the specimens came from carrion-baited pitall traps set in the cloud forest of Hardwar Gap. This is a moist to wet forest at 4o00' elevation, set aside as a forest reserve by the Jamaican Forest Service. Big trees are present on level ground, but much of the forest has a somewhat reduced stature. Epiphytes and tree erns are abundant. The litter appeared rich but was not sampled with Berlese unnels. The ollowing traps were set in various parts of this t:orest along a new road that was under construction, leading down to the north shore. T 309, along gully in dense ginger (Zingiberaceae) undergrowth, to In these collections, emales (95) were three times as abundant as males (3t). It may be that they are more attracted by the bait since it may be a potential oviposition site. This is a better representation o males than in Dissochaetus portoricensis Hatch where 5 males and 215 emales were collected (Peck 97o).
It is interesting to note in conclusio.n that Jamaica is known to 6 ) tip broad and narrowing rapidly to apex. Parameres short, thin, bent at tips.
Diagnosis. The characters o.f the aedegus separate the species from all others..
Variation. In some specimens the aedeagus is narrower at the tip and narrower in the center in the lateral view than illustrated. There is, nevertheless, a clear gap in shape between this and the preceding species.
Habits. This and the preceding species are syntopic. This species was not found in caves or lowland forest litter. It may be more common in the higher elevation forests, where I did not extensively collect. Description. 1.4-1.7 ram. Color piceous. Eyes and wings normal. Head, prothorax, and elytra with fine and scattered punctures and hairs. Aedeagus (fig. 7 ) broadest at base, narrowing and curving to middle, from middle to tip straight, gradually narrowing to tip;in dorsal view ( fig. 8 ), tip pointed, narrowing towards middle. Parameres straight, with constriction near middle, 1/3 length of aedeagus.
Diagnosis. The cha.racters of the aedeagus separate the species from all others.
Habits. The species is undoubtedly more widely distributed in Puerto Rican forests and would be frequently found by using Berlese funnels, which I did not use in Puerto Rico. It was not iound in the II caves I visited.
Genus Creagrophorus /Iatthews
Diagnosis. Body hemispherical; darkly colored; smooth and shining. Size 1.2-1.75 mm. Eyes large. Antennal grooves distinct. Antennae short; segmented; club 5 segmented, compact, incrassate; club segments wider than long; segment eight pa.telliform, more short and narrow than seven and nine. Mesosternum vertical in front; without keel. Mesofemur broad, with or without hook on posterior margin. Mesotibia broad at apex, with excavation, more pronounced in male. Metafemur broad, normal in female, male with one or two hooks or teeth on posterior edge. Metatibia normal. Tarsal tormula 4-4-3, or 3-3-3. Abdomen with five sternites, the first orming a long, smooth, subtriangular plate. The genus is thoroughly described by Matthews (1888) Ps:l,che [March-June this differs from the Scotocryptini which have a 3-3-3 formula. The species described below has a 3-3-3 formula (at least in the female, the male protarsal number is not known), which reinforces the similarity of the two groups. Because of the different formula of the new species, it will not key to the correct genus in Hatch (1929) . Diagnosis. The species is geographically separated from the other two known species (hamatus Matthews of Mexico and Panama, and the bihamatus Matthews of Panama), and differs morphologically from the above in the characters of the male mesoand metafemora, and tarsal formula.
